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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The work is interesting several researchers work in this axis of biological 
control.  The author did not really detail the material and methods part as he 
did not specify the month of plant harvesting. the discussion part is not 
really enriched.The part bibliographic references to check according to the 
newspaper what is really missing is the phytochemical screening of each 
plant used 

 

 
Corrected portions are heighted with yellow colour. 
 
The discussion section has been enriched. 
 
The month of plants harvesting has also been stated. 
 
Phytochemicals have been included in the text. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 there are mistakes that need to be corrected 
  there are incorrect sentences 
 it is necessary to add phytochemical screening 
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 The manuscript need to be enriched 
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